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Claim Objections 

3. Claim 5 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. In claim 4, the transformer selects a transformation template to 
transform a massage based on matching one of a plurality of patterns or values mentioned, which 
includes as one of the options, a validation template or a reference to a validation template. 
Claim 5 is objected because if the matching is based in other value or pattern that is not related to 
a validation template, claim 5 does not further limit claim 4. 

4. Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 14, the validator 
validates the message and then removes validation instructions and/or adds to the message an 
indication that the message has being validated. Claim 15 is objected because if the validator 
removes the validation instruction, the validator cannot pass at least a portion of the validation 
instructions to the transformer. Claim 15 is also objected because if the validator adds to the 
message an indication that the message has being validated in claim 14, claim 15 lacks 
antecedent basis for the validation instructions. Appropriate correction is required. 



5. 



Claim 16 is objected to because it is depending on claim 15. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 36 recites the limitation "third format" in page 50 line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For examining purposes, the examiner interprets 
the claim as transforming the second message from a third format to a fourth format. 

As for claim 37, this depends on claim 36, and therefore carries the same rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
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international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 



treaty in the English language. 



8. Claims 1-4, 6, 21, 22-23, 29, 30, 32, and 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Brody et al. US Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl. 

Regarding claim 1, Brody discloses a transformer to transform a message from a first 
format to a second format; and a switch to switch the transformed message to a selected 
processing node, (Brody col. 7 lines 59-67 for converting message having a first communication 
protocol format into a second communication protocol format (transformer), and col. 10 lines 27- 
34 for second message router (switch) to send the second message formatted based on a second 
communication protocol (transformed message), to one of the plurality of interfaces of one of the 
communication systems (processing nodes)). 

Regarding claim 2, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, and also discloses 
a transforming switch (Brody col.9 lines 11-29 for communication switch 154 including a 
translation processor 240) . 

Regarding claim 3, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, and also discloses 
a message director coupled to the transformer and switch to make switching decision for the 
message based upon an application data in the message, and then to output the switching 
decision to the switch (Brody col 10 lines 26-34 for message interpreter 350 which identify the 
target communication device contained in the second message (switching decision), and see fig. 9 
for second router 356 as the switch, the first and second communication protocols as the 
transformer, and the message interpreter 350 as the message director). 
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Regarding claim 4, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, and also disclose 
that the transformer selects a transformation template to transform the message based on one or 
more of the following in the message matching a predetermined pattern or value: an 
identification of an application to process a portion of the message (Brody col. 12 lines 30-51 for 
identifying second protocol server which changes the generic message to the second 
communication protocol format (transforming template) based on the communication switch 154 
utilizing a table look up (predetermined pattern)). 

Regarding claim 6, Brody discloses all the limitations in claim 1 and also discloses a 
transforming switch coupled between a network and a plurality of servers or processing nodes 
(Brody fig. 2 for communication switch (transforming switch) 154, PSTN (network) and 
communication devices 34, 54, and 52 (processing nodes)). 

Regarding claim 21, Brody discloses receiving a message, determining if a 
transformation should be performed on the message (Brody col.7 lines 59-67 for passing a 
received message directly to transmitter 304 when no conversion is needed (determination)), 
identifying a transform template to be used to transform the message, and transforming the 
message from a first format to a second format using the identified transform template (Brody 
col. 12 lines 22-52 for identifying the second communication server which convert the generic 
message to a second communication protocol format (transformation template) and received 
message (first format)), and switching the message to a selected server or processing node 
(Brody col. 10 lines 27-34 for routing second message to one of the plurality of interfaces based 
on the identify the targeted communication device (processing node)). 
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Regarding claim 22, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 21, and also 
discloses that identifying a transform is based upon a first portion of the message (Brody col. 12 
lines 30-40 for the communication protocol server is identified based on the second 
communication protocol and coll 1 lines 26-30 where the protocol is can be read in the header 
information of the message (first portion protocol)), while the switching is based upon second 
portion of the message (Brody col. 10 lines 27- 34 for routing message based on the identifying a 
targeted communication device contained within the second message (destination second 
portion)). 

Regarding claim 23, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 22, and also 
discloses that the first portion of the message comprises an identification of an application to 
process a portion of the message (Brody col. 13 lines 45-50 where a portion of the 
communication information can be identification information (portion of the message), col. 10 
lines 53-65 for determiner 288 receiving communication information to identify first and second 
communication device and the protocol used by each device, and based on this information, the 
origination message is routed to the protocol servers that convert the message from one format to 
another (identifying an application to process the message) col. 15 lines 1-13). 

Regarding claim 29, is the apparatus of the method in claim 21, and in addition includes 
means having instructions thereon (Brody col. 9 lines 60-67 for a communication switch 154 
(means) which can be implemented by any device that process digital information in response of 
operational instructions). Therefore claim 29 is rejected on the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 30, Brody discloses an apparatus coupled to a network and one or more 
processing nodes (Brody col.3 lines 58-67- col.4 lines 1-22 for telephone network 12 coupled to 
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wire-lines devices, as facsimile machine 11, cable box 17, etc and wireless communication 
systems as PDAs, computer with wireless modems, etc (processing nodes)), the apparatus to 
receive a message, to transform the message from a first format to a second format, and to output 
the message (Brody col. 3 lines 20-57 for receiving a message from a first communications 
device, for the first communications protocol server then converting the received message having 
a first communication protocol format (first format) into a generic protocol message, converting 
the generic message to a second communications protocol (second format), and for the converted 
second communications protocol message being sent to the second communications device 
(output message). 

Regarding claim 32, Brody discloses an apparatus coupled to a first processing node and 
a second processing node, the apparatus to receive a message from the first processing node via a 
first connection, to transform the message from a first format to a second format, and to output 
the message to the second processing node via a second connection (Brody col. 3 lines 20-57 for 
receiving a message from a first communications device (first processing node), for the first 
communications protocol server then converting the received message having a first 
communication protocol format (first format) into a generic protocol message, converting the 
generic message to a second communications protocol (second format), and for the converted 
second communications protocol message being sent to the second communications device 
(second processing node) (output message), and fig. 2 for separate connections of the 
communication systems (processing nodes to the system) such as PDAs, computer with wireless 
modems, cellular phones, etc col.4 lines 9-22). 



Application/Control Number: 09/741 ,807 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2141 

Regarding claim 34, Brody discloses receiving a request message at a first processing 
node (Brody col. 14 lines 54-65 origination message including request for a call and the identity 
of hand set 52); generating a response message and outputting the response message (Brody 
coll 5 lines 1-10 for in response, base station provides a call setup complete message to protocol 
server 160 (generating message and output)); transforming the message from a first data format 
to a second data format; sending the transformed response message to a second processing node 
(Brody col. 10-34 for message in generic protocol format converted in the inverter to the second 
communication protocol and for sending the message to hand set 52 ( processing node)). 

Regarding claim 35, Brody discloses sending a first message from a first processing node 
to a transforming switch (Brody col. 10 lines 60-67 to colli lines 1-18 for communication 
switch 154 having a message interpreter 350 that receives a message and col. 14 lines 54-65 for 
hand set 54 (first processing node) transmitting call originating message); transforming the first 
message from a first format to a second format (Brody col.lOlines 18- 26 for changing the 
message from a fist message (first format) converted to a generic message and convert the 
generic message into a second communication protocol format); sending the transformed first 
message from the transforming switch to a second processing node (Brody col. 10 lines 27-34 for 
second message (transformed message) being routed to one of the plurality of interfaces to a 
communication device (processing node)); generating a second message in response to the first 
message, sending the second message from the second processing node to the transforming 
switch (Brody col. 15 lines 35-46 for answer response created and routed by hand set 52 (second 
processing node) to the communication switch 154 (transforming switch)); transforming the 
second message from the second format to the first format (Brody col. 3 5-46 for converting the 
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answer (second format) to generic message and converting generic message to first 
communication protocol format); and sending the transformed second message to the first 
processing node (Brody col.15 lines 35-46 for message in the first communication protocol 
format (transformed message) routed to hand set 54 (first processing node)). 

Regarding claim 36, Brody discloses sending a first message from a first processing node 
to a transforming switch (Brody col. 10 lines 60-67 to colli lines 1-18 for communication 
switch 154 having a message interpreter 350 that receives a message and col. 14 lines 54-65 for 
hand set 54 (first processing node) transmitting call originating message); transforming the first 
message from a first format to a second format (Brody col.lOlines 18- 26 for changing the 
message from a fist message (first format) converted to a generic message and convert the 
generic message into a second communication protocol format); sending the transformed first 
message from the transforming switch to a second processing node (Brody col 10 lines 27-34 for 
second message (transformed message) being routed to one of the plurality of interfaces to a 
communication device (processing node)); generating a second message in response to the first 
message, sending the second message from the second processing node to the transforming 
switch (Brody col. 15 lines 35-46 for answer response created and routed by hand set 52 (second 
processing node) to the communication switch 154 (transforming switch)); transforming the 
second message from the third format to the fourth format (Brody col. 3 5-46 for converting the 
answer (third format) to generic message and converting generic message to first 
communication protocol format (fourth format)); and sending the transformed second message to 
the first processing node (Brody col.15 lines 35-46 for message in the first communication 
protocol format (transformed message) routed to hand set 54 (first processing node)). 
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Regarding claim 37, Brody discloses all the limitations in claim 36, and also discloses 
that the second format is the same as the third format, and the fourth format is the same as the 
first format (Brody col. 15 lines 10-25 for call message from hand 54 changed to second 
communication protocol format to be sent to hand set 52 and col. 35-46 for message from hand 
set 52 sending an answer message changed to the first communication format routed to hand set 
54, meaning that the second format and the third format are the same because is the format of the 
hand set 52 and the first and fourth format being the same because are the format of the hand set 
54). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et 
al. U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Jamtgaard et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,430,624 Bl. 

Regarding claim 7 and 8, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, but fails to 
disclose transforming the message from, a first XML format to a second XML format. However 
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Jamtgaard discloses a translation server taking information from the internet in XML data and 
generating an output in WML or other formats that are compatible with the particular 
information appliance (Jamtgaard coL4 lines 68-67 to col.5 lines 1-6). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Jamtgaard. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to generate an output that is 
compatible with the particular information appliance (Jamtgaard col.5 lines 1-6), to re-formatting 
HTML or XML web pages on-the-fly to formats that individual devices can utilize (Jamtgaard 
col.2 lines 12-25), and "to organize the content for display on the devices, the received content 
information may be mapped into a hierarchy of groups so that the content information can be 
optimally formatted for display on the devices according to the input/output format, such as the 
display screen size parameters of the devices" (Jamtgaard col.2 lines 48-59). 

Regarding claim 8, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, but fails to 
disclose transforming the message from a first XML to HTML or vice versa. However 
Jamtgaard discloses a translation server taking information from the internet in XML data or 
HTML data and generating an output in HTML, XML data or other formats that are compatible 
with the particular information appliance (Jamtgaard col.4 lines 68-67 to col.5 lines 1-6). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Jamtgaard. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to generate an output that is 
compatible with the particular information appliance (Jamtgaard col. 5 lines 1-6), to re-formatting 
HTML or XML web pages on-the-fly to formats that individual devices can utilize (Jamtgaard 
col.2 lines 12-25), and "to organize the content for display on the devices, the received content 
information may be mapped into a hierarchy of groups so that the content information can be 
optimally formatted for display on the devices according to the input/output format, such as the 
display screen size parameters of the devices" (Jamtgaard col.2 lines 48-59). 

1 1 . Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Krishna U.S. Patent No. 6,477,646 Bl. 

Regarding claim 9, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, but fails to 
disclose security accelerator to encrypt and/or decrypt messages. However Krishna teaches a 
cryptography accelerator implemented in router or gateways to provide IP packet encryption/decryption 
(Krishna col. 1 lines 19-30). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody in view or Sitaraman 
and combining it with the invention disclosed by Krishna. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination to 
enhance system performance and data security (Krishna col.2 lines 20-30). 

12. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Voshmgir. 
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Regarding claim 10, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 1, but fails to 
disclose a validator to validate messages based on one or more validation templates. However 
Shermin Voshmgir teaches validating XML to conform the syntax and a DTD (validation 
template) and a parser as a validity checker (validator) (Voshmgir Valid XML documents p. 20). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Voshmgir. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination 
because in the case of the markup languages defined by XML, the DTD provides the 
grammatical structure to bring order to the elements of the language (Voshmgir Valid XML 
documents p. 20). 

13. Claims 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Voshmgir. 

Regarding claim 11, Brody discloses a transformer to transform the message from a first 
format to a second format and a switch coupled to the transformer to switch or output the 
transformed message to a selected processing node or server, (Brody col.7 lines 59-67 for 
converting message having a first communication protocol format into a second communication 
protocol format (transformer), and col. 10 lines 27-34 for second message router (switch) to send 
the second message formatted based on a second communication protocol (transformed 
message), to one of the plurality of interfaces of one of the communication systems, and fig. 9 
for second message router (switch) coupled to the first and second communication protocol 
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servers, which together, works as a transformer, to change the message from one protocol format 
to another, col. 10 lines 18-26). 

But Brody fails to disclose a validator to validate messages based on one or more 
validation templates. However Shermin Voshmgir teaches validating XML to conform the 
syntax and a DTD (validation template) and a parser as a validity checker (validator) (Voshmgir 
Valid XML documents p. 20). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Voshmgir. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination 
because in the case of the markup languages defined by XML, the DTD provides the 
grammatical structure to bring order to the elements of the language (Voshmgir Valid XML 
documents p. 20). 

14. Claims 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Voshmgir in further view of Krishna U.S. Patent 
No. 6,477,646 Bl. 

Regarding claim 12, the above combinations, complies with all the limitations in claim 
1 1 but fails to disclose security accelerator coupled to the validator to encrypt and/or decrypt 
messages. However Krishna teaches a cryptography accelerator implemented in router or 
gateways to provide IP packet encryption/decryption (Krishna col.l lines 19-30). 
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Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Bechwith in view or 
Sitaraman and combining it with the invention disclosed by Krishna. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination to 
enhance system performance and data security (Krishna col.2 lines 20-30). 

Regarding claim 13, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 12 
and also teaches the validation templates provided either within the message or retrieved from an 
external location based on a reference to the validation template provided in the message 
(Voshgmir teaches Document Type Declaration which are information for the parser, upon 
which the validity of XML documents are checked and also teaches that the document Type 
declaration can contain: reference to an external DTD (Document Type Definition) (validation 
template), and markup declaration (internal DTD) (Voshmgir Document Type Declaration p. 31). 

1 5. Claims 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl Voshmgir in further view of Leppinen et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,675,219 Bl 

Regarding claim 14, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 11, 
but fails to disclose, adding an indication that the message has been validated However Leppinen 
teaches setting a header as a validation header, http header, or an Etag header to determine that 
the content has been validated (Leppinen col.2 lines29-35). 
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Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody in view of Voshmgir 
and combining it with the invention disclosed by Leppinen. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to avoid validating twice, the content consuming time and resources (Leppinen col. 1 lines 
40-45). 

16. Claims 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl Voshmgir in further view of Pendersen et al U.K. patent 
Application. GB 2348083 A. 

Regarding claim 17, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 1 1, 
and also teaches a transformer that transforms the message based on a first portion of the 
message that matches a first predetermined pattern or value (Brody col. 12 lines 21-43 reading 
first communication protocol from the header (first portion of the message), colli lines 37-40 
for conversion o the message having a first communication protocol format can be done by using 
a correlation table (predetermine values), and the switch that switches the message to a selected 
processing node or server (Brody col. 12 lines 27-34 for second message router routing message 
to a targeted communication device (processing node). But the above combination fails to 
disclose that switching the message is based on a second portion of the message that matches a 
second predetermined pattern or value. 
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However Pedersen teaches identifying the type of content received (second portion) and 
based on a routing table 72, obtaining an address associated with the content to transfer the 
content to such address (Pedersen p. 9 lines 21-26). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody in view of Brody and 
combining it with the invention disclosed by Pedersen. 

One of ordinary skill in the art. would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to route content depending on the content type that an application can use (Pedersen p. 9 
lines 4-20). 

Regarding claim 18, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 17, 
and also disclose that the first portion of the message comprise a address (Brody coll 1 lines 26- 
30 for reading header information in the message where is well known that the headers have 
destination and source address) and that the second portion of the message comprises 
information that describes the content of the message (Pendersen p. 9 lines 21-26 for type of 
content received (second portion) and based on a routing table 72). 

Regarding claim 19, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 17, 
and also discloses that the second portion comprises a second portion of the message before the 
message is transformed (Brody col.6 lines 22-28 for a message whether protocol specific or 
generic, will include some addressing information such that is routed to the appropriate server, 
Brody colli lines 37-40 for message having a first communication protocol format converted 
to a generic communication protocol, and Pendersen p. 9 lines 21-26 for routing based on 
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content wherein this means that the second portion of the message, which is the content, is in 
the message before being transformed in order to route the message to the appropriate server). 

Regarding claim 20, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 17, 
and also discloses that the second portion comprises a second portion of the message after the 
message is transformed (Brody abstract for first converting between protocols and second, 
routing the converted message and Pendersen p.9 lines 21-26 for routing based on content, 
wherein this means that the message has a content (second portion) which is used to route the 
message after it is transformed). 

17. Claims 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable Brody et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Pendersen et al. U.K. patent Application. GB 
2348083 A. 

Regarding claim 24, Brody complies with all the limitations in claim 22, but fails to 
disclose that the second portion of the message comprises information that describes the content 
of the message. However Pedersen teaches identifying the type of content received and based on 
a routing table 72, obtaining an address associated with the content to transfer the content to such 
address (Pedersen p.9 lines 21-26). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody in view of Brody and 
combining it with the invention disclosed by Pedersen. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to route content depending on the content type that an application can use (Pedersen p.9 
lines 4-20). 



18. Claims 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Levac et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,034,970. 

Regarding claim 25, Brody discloses receiving a message, determining if a 
transformation should be performed on the message (Brody col.7 lines 59-67 for passing a 
received message directly to transmitter 304 when no conversion is needed (determination)), 
identifying a transform template to be used to transform the message, transforming the message 
from a first format to a second format using the identified transform template (Brody col. 12 
lines 22-52 for received message (first format) and identifying the second communication server 
which convert the generic message to a second communication protocol format (transformation 
template)), and switching the message to a selected server or processing node (Brody col. 10 
lines 27-34 for routing second message to one of the plurality of interfaces based on the identify 
the targeted communication device (processing node)). . 

But Brody fails to disclose identifying a transform template to be used to transform the 
message-based information that describes the content of the message. However Levac teaches 
that depending on the contend of the received .msa file data stream the communication device 
interface converts the embedded message in the .msa file or the variable data to a protocol 
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compatible with the communication device used by the designated recipients (Levac col. 6 lines 
47-55) 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Levac. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to create an intelligent network that automatically converts messages to the proper protocol 
of the various communication devices (Levac col. lines 8-15) that is also compatible with the 
character display (Levac coL2 lines 57-67 to col. 3 lines 1-15). 



19. Claims 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Levac et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,034,970 in further 
view of Gillis et al U.S. Patent No. 6,286,035 Bl. 

Regarding claim 26, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 25, 
but fails to disclose validating the receiving message. However Gillis discloses validating a 
command message produced by a network element (Gillis abstract). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Gillis. 



Application/Control Number: 09/741 ,807 Page 23 

Art Unit: 2141 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to check a message and its contents to ensure that the message and its constituent parts are 
valid for a given message set (Gillis col. 1 lines 54-57). 

20. Claims 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Levac et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,034,970 in further 
view of Gillis et al U.S. Patent No. 6,286,035 Bl in further view of Leppinen et al U.S. 
Patent No. 6,675,219 Bl 

Regarding claim 27, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 26, 
but fails to disclose adding an indication that the message has been pre-validated However Leppinen 
teaches setting a header as a validation header, http header, or an Etag header to determine that 
the content has been validated (Leppinen col.2 lines29-35). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody in view of Levac in 
further view of Gillis and combining it with the invention disclosed by Leppinen. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to avoid validating twice, the content consuming time and resources (Leppinen col. 1 lines 
40-45). 

21 . Claims 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Levac et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,034,970 in further 
view of Ben-Ayed et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,218,676 Bl 
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Regarding claim 28, the above combination complies with all the limitations in claim 25, 
but fails to disclose that switching the message based on tags within the message. 

However Ben-Ayed teaches a message having control information (message tag) to 
which the routing system at each node is responsive (Ben-Ayed abstract). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody in view of Levac and 
combining it with the invention disclosed by Leppinen. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to reduce the amount of hardware and the cost of a communication network (Ben-Ayed 
col.2 lines 55-61), and to provide an improved direct multi-computer network having routing 
nodes associated with processing nodes (Ben-Ayed col.4 lines 12-15), 

22. Claims 31 and 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brody et 

al. U.S Patent No. 6,278,697 Bl in view of Gillis et al U.S. Patent No. 6,286,035 Bl. 

Regarding claim 31 and 33, Brody complies with the limitations in claim 30 and 32, and 
also discloses a transformer to selectively transform messages and a switch coupled to the 
transformer to switch or output the messages. 

But Brody fails to disclose a validator to validate messages. However Gillis discloses 
validating a command message produced by a network element (Gillis abstract). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the above invention suggested by Brody and combining it with 
the invention disclosed by Gillis. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this combination in 
order to check a message and its contents to ensure that the message and its constituent parts are 
valid for a given message set (Gillis col. 1 lines 54-57). 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Xiomara Y. Ortiz whose telephone number is (703) 305-6783. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30AM to 4:00PM. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Rupal Dharia 
can be reached on (703) 305-4003. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-3900. 



♦ 
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